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REMARKS ON THE CONSTRUCTION, EVOLUTION AND USE OF THE WAR SADDLE
IN LATE MEDIEVAL POLAND

In Polish arms and armour research, finds con-
nected with horse harness and accessories have not won
great popularity with scholars. Regrettably, as a result,
the number of hitherto made studies and edited publica-
tions cannot be considered as satisfactory.

Although several works dealing with particu-
lar components of horse harness and accessories
have been published, not all its parts have thoroughly
been examined®.
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The aim of the present paper is to collect and ana-
lyze relevant source information referring to an impor-
tant and, in truth, indispensable compomnent of horse har-
ness, the saddle. The subject of our discussion will be
limited to the kind of saddle termed the ‘war’ saddle,
used by warriors on the battlefield. The term Ahkuigfntly
might seem more appropriate here. Howewer, as the se-
mantic range of the word kniig#t has never been clearly
specified in the Polish language, the term war saddle is
regarded as more accurate?.

The chronological and territorial frame of the paper
has been defined in accordance with the rule adopted
in the Polish scientific literature on arms and armour®.
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Fig. 1L a— Structure of a saddle (after M. Gradowski, Z. Zygulski, Jr., Slownik uzbro-
jenia historycznego (A Dictionary of Historical Arms and Armour), Warsaw 2000,
b - Reconstruction of the seat in successive centuries (after A. Nowakowski, Uzbro-
jenie $redniowieczne w Polsce (na tle srodkowoeuropejskim) (Medieval Arms and
Armour in Poland (Against a Central European Background)), Torun 1991.

Thus, the period between the years 1350 and 1500 will
be referred to as the Late Middle Ages and the term Po-
land will be used to denote the territory of the contem-
porary Kingdom of Poland.

Regrettably, the source base of our discussion re-
garding archaeological finds is not particularly rich.
We have at our disposal only two relics dating from
the period in question: a fiiftisenth-century saddle kept
at the Sport and Tourism Museum in Warsaw (Wagner
1986, p. 20, fig. 10) and another saddle, tentatively dated
to the turn of the 15% century, kept at the National Mu-
seum in Cracow”. Probably, a certain number of finds,

4 T would like to thank Eugeniusz Nowak MA and M.
Dziewulski MA from the National Museum in Cracow for
making it possible for me to examine the find. It may only be
noted that the opinions formed in the paper are tentative con-
clusions. A thorough monograph will be published separately
after the relevant research has been completed.
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mostly metal parts of saddles, termed ‘unidentified ob-
jects’, are stored in the warehouses of various archeo-
logical institutions. However, to find and identify them
seems to be an almost unfeasible task at the moment.

On the other hand, mentions of saddles are frequent-
ly found in medieval written records. For this reason, we
shall consider them the main source of knowledge. Be-
sides, iconographie representations constitute a useful
source base, providing information on the appearance of
saddles, sometimes their constructional details and most
importantly the seat. Thus, the author will also refer to
them in the present paper.

In the Middle Ages, changes in the seat, the devel-
opment of the saddle as well as subsequent modifica-
tions made to it were connected with the evolution of
other components of contemporary arms and armour,
particularly offensive kinds of weapons (Eig. 1L::ty). T
fundamental development was the appearance of lanc-
ers, a military formation composed of warriors armed
with long pole weapons, used mainly during the initial
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phases of an encounter. The introduction of swords also
played an important part in the process. New and new
shapes of the weapon had to be invented to pierce the
constantly improved armour of the opponents. As a re-
sult, swords were adapted for use as piercing weapons.
Both their weight and size were increased in order to
achieve greater striking force.

The need for warriors to use a long and relatively
heavy lance, the necessity to work a sword skillfully
as well as to move freely in plate armour made con-
structors invent a way of providing the rider with a se-
cure support holding his body firmly in position on the
back of the horse.

In medieval Europe, contemporary Poland includ-
ed, two basic types of saddle, refetred to as the ‘east-
ern’ and ‘western’ saddle in the present-day literature,
were in use. The former was made from two wooden
bars running parallel along the horse’s back, to which
the fork and the cantle were fastened at the front and the
rear (all the components of a saddle as well as relevant
terminology are shown in Fig. 1: a). Such saddles, un-
doubtedly of eastern provenance, were dominant ones
in Polish lands in the Early Middle Ages. Surprisingly,
they never went out of use completely and ‘eastern’ sad-
dles were still valued by Polish riders in later periods®.

The period discussed here is the time when the
‘western’ saddle, developed and popularized in medi-
eval, Latin Europe, came into widespread use in Polish
territory®. This type of saddle is characterized by the use
of a saddletree as the basic supportive part on which the
fork and cantle, attached perpendicularly to the line of
the horse’s spine, rest. Because the gravitational forces
were distributed mainly between the fork and the cantle,
to avoid injuring the horse, the undersides of saddles
were sometimes additionally equipped with a lining,
which carried some of the rider’s weight and prevent-
ed excessive pressure in the places where the fork and
cantle touched the horse’s back’. Another way of pre-
venting skin damage was overlaying the underside of
a saddle with birch, aspen or elm tree bark so as to pre-
vent the animal’s sweat from permeating through the
saddle, which in turn reduced the risk of the appearance
of chafed areas on its skin®,

It is difficult to say which type of saddle, the ‘east-
ern’ or the ‘western’ variety, was more popular with Pol-
ish riders. A shortage of archeological finds renders the
question almost unanswerable. No definite conclusions

5 7. Wawrzonowska, Rzad kofiski...., p. 183; W. $wieto-
stawski, Zbroja..., p. 112.

¢ W. Swigtostawski, Zbroja...,, p. 1L13.

7 Z. Wawrzonowska, Rzad/ koAskii...., p. 184.

§ 7. Wawrzonowska, Rzad koriski...,, p. 184; W. $wieto-
stawski, Zbroja..,, p. 113.

Fig. 2. a — Saddle depicted in the painting ‘Crucifixtion’ by
Giovanni de Almaguita (after E. Wagner, Z. Drobna, J. Dur-
dik, Kroje, zbréj a zbrafie doby predhusitské, Prague 1956)
b — Knight setting off for a war expedition (after R. Barber,
Rycerze i rycersko$¢ (Knights and Chivalry) Warsaw 2000)

can be formed by analysing the iconographie material
either. The majority of representations show only the
fork and cantle while the ‘supportive’ part of the saddle
depicted is concealed beneath the saddle panels (?) and
jockeys (housings). Most probably, the choice of a given
type of saddle was a matter of personal preference. The
decision may have resulted from the rider’s, and possi-
bly the horse’s, likes and dislikes. It can be assumed ten-
tatively that ‘western’ saddles were used on the battle-
field, though a number of iconographie representations
depict horses setting off for war, equipped with “eastern’
type saddles (Fig. 2: b).
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Fig. 3. Reconstruction of the evolution of the saddle and the seat from the Early Middle Ages to

Post-Medieval Times (after R. Wagner, Wplyw szkét jezdzieckich na budowe rzedu koriskiego

w Polsce (The Influence of Riding Schools on the Construction of Horse Harness in Poland),
‘Rocznik Nauk Rolniczych, Seria D —~ Monografie, vol. 194, Warsaw 1986.

Besides the type of saddle, the evolution of the war
saddle was characterized by a tendency to ‘close’ the rider
between the fork and the cantle (Fig. 3). As a result, the
height of these parts of a saddle increased, and above all,
their upper edges were lengthened and bent towards the
centre of the saddle. Most probably, saddles with higher
forks and cantles first appeared in the 11# century. How-
ever, at that time, their upper edges were bent outwards,
which facilitated free movements of the rider, fighting
with a spear, held in his free hand, a sword or an axe.
Construction of this type held the warrior in a relatively
firm position, provided him with support and made it
easier for him to stay in the saddle. Numerous instances
of saddles with their forks and cantles shaped in this
way are to be seen in the Bayeux Tapestry (Fig. 4: a-d).
During the subsequent, 12# and 13%, centuries the can-
tle was heightened and clearly bent, while the fork still
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slightly slanted forwards. The process of bending this
part of the saddle and the progressing modification of
the cantle, which finally became shaped like the letter
U ot Y (Fig. 4, e-f), started to be visible in the 14% cen-
tury and reached a climax in the 15% century. The cantle
used to be reififorced by adding special, usually metal,
supports, which strengthened the structure by receiving
most of the striking force if the rider sitting in the saddle
was hit with a lanee. Saddles of the western type with
elearly bent forks and eantles, in thelr lower parts bind-
ing the herse’s back, are referred to as ‘lancer’s® saddles
in the seientifie literature (Fig. 5: c-d)’.

In addition to saddles with clearly bent forks and
cantles, knights kept using saddles with a strongly

® W. Swietostawski, Zbroja...,, p. 1L13.
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Fig. 4. a-d — Saddles depicted in the Bayeux Tapestry (after D.C. Nicolle, Arms and Armour of

the Crusading Era 1050-1350, New York 1988), e - Sir Geoffrey Luttrell (after D.C. Nicolle,

Arms and Armour of the Crusading Era 1050-1350, New York 1988), f - Saddles depieted in the

‘Romance of Alexander (1338-1344) (after D.C. Nicolle, Arfis and Armeur of the Crusading
Era 1050-1350, New York 1988)

profiled fork, placed vertically or even slightly bent to-
wards the front. It seems that the choice of the shape
of the fork was a matter of personal preference. Analy-
sis of the source material, especially the iconographie
representations, suggests that 14%-15%-century knights
preferred ‘traditional’ saddles with their forks only
slightly bent backwards (Fig. 6: a-f; Fig. 7: a-d). This
phenomenon may have been a result of the fact that free
movements and unrestrained use of weapons were more
important to them than safety and the secure seat.
‘First shall my said horse... be saddled with a sad-
dle whose pommel and cantle are of wood, garnished
with bound horn, and garnished in iron and steel, of
in one of these two, and ribbed and glued, the pom-
mel and cantle high in front and back and open at the
sides as they should be, garnished and covered with

leather, linen, or light silk, studded and garnished with
iron, steel or other metal, gilt or tinned,’ said the Breton
knight de Tornemine in 1386,

Saddles with the fork and cantle ‘properly’ open at
both sides are frequently depicted in iconography from
Polish lands. They first appeared in the 12 century and
remained in use to the close of the Middle Ages. Such
saddles are visible in the earliest horse seal from Polish
territory, the seal of Mieszko the Old, dated to the 12%
century (Fig. 8: a)*, a later seal of Bolestaw the Shy,

0 After: A. Hyland, The Warhorse 1250 ~ 1600, Phoe-
nix Mill — Stroud — Gloucestershire 1988, p. 7.

i Z. Piech, lkowognaiian pizazaati Prast@m;, Krakéw 1993,
p. 204, catalogue no.7.
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Fig. 5. a ~ St George (after M. Walicki, Malarstwo polskie. Gotyk, renesans, wczesny manie-

ryzm (Polish Painting. Gothic, the Renaissance, Early Manierism), Warsaw 1963, b — St Martin

(after M. Walicki, Malarstwo polskie. Gotyk, renesans, wczesny manieryzm (Polish Painting.

Gothic, the Renaissance, Early Manierism), Warsaw 1963, c-d — Fragments of the painting ‘Bat-

tle of Orsza’ (after M. Walicki, Malarstwo polskie. Gotyk, renesans, wczesny manieryzm (Polish
Painting. Gothic, the Renaissance, Early Manierism), Warsaw 1963

dating back to the year 1235 (Fig. 8: b)*2, and finally in
the coat of arms used by Lithuania, a knight and horse
(Pogot), represented on the tomb of Casimir Jagiello-
nian around 1492 (Fig. 8: c)*.

Undoubtedly, the fork and cantle holding the bridge-
seat at the front and in the back were the dominant parts
of a saddle. The upper edge of the fork was frequent-
ly ornamented and for this reason such saddles were
referred to as saddles ‘cum capite’ or ‘with a sphere’

2 Ibidem, p. 203, nr kat. 5.
3 p. Mrozowski, Polstiiz nagrobiii gotycikice, Warszawa
1994, p. 181, catalogue no. I 31.
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(Fig. 6: e; Fig. 5: a; Fig. 2: a)*. Depictions of such seats
reveal a great variety of decorative patterns and designs
from tiny volutes to more advanced forms of fantas-
tic shapes. Thus forks did not perform only a practical
function, serving as a support for the rider sitting in the
saddle, but the ornamentation was also a manifestation
of the owner’s artistic tastes and preferences.

4 J. Szymczak, Organizacjm prodbiajii i ceny uzbroje-
nia, [in:] UwPS I, pp. 208 — 383; M. Gradowski, Z. Zygulski
Z., Stownilk paliidiad; terminolbrgii uzbrojemia Hisstopyeanego,
Warszawa 1982, p. 156
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Fig. 6. a-ff— Saddles depicted in King Waclaw’s Bible (after
E. Wagner, Z. Drobna, J. Durdik, Kroje, zbrdj a zbrane doby
predhusitské, Prague 1956

Fig. 7. a-d — Saddles depicted in 15th-century tiles from

Gniezno (after T. Janiak, Kafle gotyckie w zbiorach Muzeum

Poczatkéw Paristwa Polskiego w Gnieznie (Gothic Tiles in

the Collections of the Beginnings of the Polish State Mu-
seum in Gniezno), Gniezno 2003)

As was stated above, the fork and especially the
cantle of a lancer’s saddle were additionally equipped
with some strengthening parts in order to increase their
durability and resilience. The saddle from the Sport and
Tourism Museum in Warsaw has such components. Its
cantle is reinforced with a pair of crossed, arch-shaped,
metal bars half their length decorated with thickenings.
One end of such a ‘trestle’ supports the vertical plane of
the cantle and the other one is attached to its horizontal
part, resting on the back of the horse. No clear repre-
sentations of this type of saddle can be found in Polish
iconography. Numerous instances, however, are known
from West-European depictions and the above obset-
vations have been confirmed by archaeological finds
discovered outside Poland. The second saddle kept in
Polish collections, the specimen from The National
Museum in Cracow, has no reinforcing components
preserved. However, some openings which, if neces-
sary, could be used for attaching the bars strengthening
the cantle can be seen in the lower sections of both its
back arches and in the cantle.
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Fig. 8. a — Seal of Mieszko the Old (after Z. Piech, lkono-
grafia pieczeci Piastéw (An Iconography of the Polish Pia-
sts’ Seals), Cracow 1993), b ~ Seal of Bolestaw the Shy
(after Z. Piech, Ikonografia pieczeci Piastow (An lconogra-
phy of the Polish Piasts’ Seals), Cracow 1993), ¢ ~ Coat of
arms displaying a knight and horse (Pogor) from the tomb
of Casimir Jagiellonian (after Uzbrojenie w Polsce Sre-
dniowiecznej 1450-1500 (Arms and Armour in Medieval
Poland 1450-1500), ed. A. Nowakowski, Torun 1998,
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Fig. 9. a-b — Breast straps (according to E. Wagner,

Z. Drobna, J. Durdik, Kroje, zbr6j a zbrafie doby predhu-

sitské, Prague 1956, c-f — Breechings (according to E.

Wagner, Z. Drobna, J. Durdik, Kroje, zbrdj a zbrahie doby
predhusitské, Prague 1956

A cushion, in written records referred to as ‘euss-
mis’ or ‘kussatité¢]’, was sometimes placed on the seat of
a saddle®. It may be assumed that some types of saddle
did not require a cushion because ‘caly wisrzbh [[byt]
miigkikhoo wilasiéenn korikar wystieyy i sudnesm poyideraopy’
(‘the whole surface area [was] covered with horsehair
and upholstered in woolen cloth?)'®. Such cushions

5 ). Szymczak, Organizacim..,, pp. 319, 321.
1 3. Kitowicz, Opis obyczajéw za pemomvaniéa Augustar M,
vol. II, Wroctaw 2003, p. 302.
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Fig. 10. a-d — Saddles depicted in the Codex Manesse (the scans come from

Codex Manesse - die groBe Heidelberger Liederhandsehrift. Vellstindiges Faksi-

mile des Codex Palatinus Germanicus 848 der Universitétbibliothek Heidelberg.
Frankfort on the Main, 1975-1981)

were commonly made of leather and filled with cattle
hair, deer hair, horsehair, feathers and even hay. The
use of cushions seems to be confirmed by the presence
of special straps, called the overgirth, used for fixing
them to the saddle, which are depicted in iconographie
representations. The overgirth ran under the horse’s
stomach, next to the girth, and its upper part held the
cushion firmly in position in the seat'’, It remains un-
clear whether such cushions attached to the saddle by
means of a strap were the only padding or only an ad-
ditional accessory designed for comfort.

Another component of a saddle is the jock-
eys and panels. These parts are semicircular or
rectangular pieces of leather or fabric used for

7M. Gradowski, Z. Zygulski (jun.), op. ¢it., p. 156.

protecting the horse’s sides from abrasions. The jock-
eys are attached to the seat (Fig. 9: b) and the panels are
its integral part (Fig. 9: a)*.

Both the above-mentioned saddle components are
to be seen in the finds from Polish collections - the sad-
dle from Warsaw is equipped with panels and the relic
from Cracow has leather jockeys topped with suede
and fixed to the seat with leather straps.

The saddle was attached to the horse’s back by
means of a girth — a strap made of leather or fabric
binding the horse’s body. Some girths were made from
a single strap, others, composed of two or three straps,
were more complex in construction (Fig. 10: a-¢). Girths
are seldom mentioned in written records, because they

% M. Gradowski, Z. Zygulski (jun.), op. cit., p. 156.
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Fig. 1L a-b -~ Saddles depicted in Maciejowski’s Bible (www.medievaltymes.com)

were regarded as an inseparable part of a saddle. None-
theless, they are known to have been referred to as
‘ciinggidnm as sellamh’ or ‘cingulum aliass popp

In the system of attaching the saddle, a second-
ary role was played by a strap termed the breast strap,
also referred to as pectoral®, and the breeching. The
pectoral (‘amtelas’) consisted of a breast strap and two
scapula straps. However, medieval representations sug-
gest that the breast strap was not in widespread use at
that time and that the pectoral was a kind of loop bind-
ing the horse’s chest. It was usually attached to the fork
or, in the case of the eastern saddle, to the protruding
sections of the bars. It may be assumed that in the Early
Middle Ages the breast straps were not connected to
the saddle but ran behind the cantle, where they were
fastened with a buckle (Fig. 11: a-b). The breeching
(‘pesteddsy)’) consisted of a loop and two fasteners fixed

¥ J. Szymczak, Ceny hwaoni, koni i oporzadzenia jigitziec-

kiego, [in:] UwP$ 11, p. 275.
® Por.: Gradowski, Zygulski (jun.), p- ci¥, |- 1158.
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to the saddle, like in the case of the pectoral. A short
strap attached to the lower part of the cantle used for
fixing the straps of the breeching and a double vertical
slit through which they probably passed is visible in the
saddle from the National Museum in Cracow.

The pectoral and breeching were made from leather
or textile fibre straps, which were sometimes fantastical-
ly shaped (Fig. 9: a-f; Fig. 5: a-b). They were addition-
ally studded or fitted with metal laminea, especially in
the places where the leather straps were joined together.
Sometimes, loosely hanging ornamental straps, referred
to as ‘pendent straps’, were attached to them, particu-
larly to the breeching (Fig. 9: c-f; Fig. 5: a-b; Fig. 7:
b-d)?. The ability to make ornamented breast straps was
one of the conditions for receiving the title of master in
some saddlers’ guilds. Thus, an apprentice had to pre-
pare ‘dwaje podfpépsicivieic potyiemee, jedfioo z mmokiatiay,
dreggée z biatymipuklikiiky z trybaweaninipiailyimy’ (‘two

21 J. Szymczak, Organizacya..,, p. 312.
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Fig. 12. a-b — Saddles depicted in Maciejowski’s Bible (wwwi imedievaltymes.com)

studded breast straps, one made of brass, the other one
with white studs with repousse bosses’) or ‘pectorale
alias podfpyersctike cum fibulis [..] dictis Anyhowane
(repouss®)™®. Breast straps and breechings with the
above-mentioned additional components sometimes
formed unusually complicated and sublime designs.
The richness and great variety of ornamental patterns
found on breast straps and breechings suggest that the
appearance and lavishness of horse harness were ex-
tremely important to medieval cavalrymen.

Another component of horse harness was the sad-
dlecloth (‘podclady ad selfas’)), protecting the horse’s
back from abrasions caused by rubbing and the weight
of the bars, fork and cantle (Fig. 12: a; Fig. 11: b).
They were mostly textile rectangles or other forms
shaped so as to fit the outline of the saddle. Some-
times, also theses parts of horse harness were orna-
mented or decoratively shaped. Saddlecloths were usu-
ally placed under the saddle or in some cases thrown

# Ibidem, p. 312.

on the seat. The proper identification of saddlecloths
used in this way by means of analysis of iconographie
sources is very difficult toady. 1t is impossible to estab-
lish whether the artist’s aim was to depict the saddle-
cloth, the jockey or the panel of the saddle (Fig. 8: f;
Fig. 11: b-¢; Fig. 7: a).

The last, though non-constructional, component of
a saddle was the stirrup leather, a leather sirap suspend-
ing stirrups, referred to as ‘corrigis adsirepass’, ‘cingulis
ad strépas”, or ‘strzemyennziiiio miliiagee’ imwirites -
cords (Fig. 11: ¢).® Stirrup leathers were fastened to the
saddletree by means of special openings hollowed out
in the bars (in the case of ‘eastern’ saddles) or in the fork
(in the case of ‘western’ saddles). Stirrup leathers used
in the Middle Ages differed from each other depend-
ing on their function. It is difficult to determine the es-
sence of these differences, but a mention of 1475 listing
black stirrup leathers used in war and ordinary saddles
(“ Strzemyenczyshea nigris ad sellas boyowe, ét ad dllias)

B ). Szymczak, Ceny broni..((B983), s. 276,
71


http://www.medievaltymes.com

PIOTRA. NOWAKOWSKI

and white ones used by drivers (‘Strzemyenszsida aldis
ad seffas aurigavamij) seems to confirm the hypothesis
about the presence of such variations®,

Describing the components of a saddle, an interest-
ing detail found in the front plane of the right front arch
of the saddle from the national Musum in Cracow sihould
not be omitted. This is a small ‘bow]’, semicircular in
the top view, cm wide and 4 cm in depth. It was once
identified as a rest for the lance pole needed when the
weapon was held in a vertical position. However, this
interpretation can be questioned. The relatively small
depth of the ‘bowl’ and its position result in a situation
where after sticking the lance pole in the ‘bowl!’, the
warrior would have held it about 1-1.5 m from the end,
which would have been uncomfortable because of the
uneven distribution of weight. Besides, no analogues
of this ‘bow!’ have been found. Also, the devices used
for holding the lance while sitting in the saddle found
in surviving saddles from the territory of Europe dif-
fer from the one in question. These are mostly leather
loops attached to the upper and lower ends of the fork®,
The possibility that the mysterious ‘bowl’ was added
later by, for instance, an amateur attempting to ‘recon-
struct’ the saddle cannot be excluded.

It may be assumed that not all saddle components
mentioned above were simultaneously present. Prob-
ably, their selection and application depended on the
rider’s personal preference, his actual needs and the
practical use of a saddle. Undoubtedly, the richly orna-
mented saddles were meant for ceremonial occasions
and not for everyday situations. On the other hand, the
less richly decorated specimens of reinforced construc-
tion (for example ones with their forks and cantles over-
laid with sheet metal) can be said to have been used in
battle. Saddles simple in construction, cheap and prac-
tical were suitable for common use.

Surviving written records provide information
about a great variety of saddles used in medieval Po-
land. They mention both available kinds of saddles and
the prices. Thus, we have access to a contemporary list
of saddles on offer. Iitmmay llso tye motied it tem types aff
saddle were known as early as 1589%. A harness makers
and saddlers’ statute of 1504 issued in Poznan lists all
the conditions to be fulfilled by a candidate for a guild
master. To meet these requirements was not easy as the
apprentice had to make four different types of saddle.
The first type was referred to as ‘sellam militavem cum
capite alias hevbowansy’, which was a saddle with a tall

# Ibidem, p. 276.

% M. Scalini, The Armaury of the Castle of Churburg,
Udine 1996, p. 233.

% ). Szymczak, Producencii i organizacjm ppredukcji
uzbrojeniia, [in:] UwPS 11 (1998), . 200.
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Fig. 13. Saddle from the Polish Army Museum (Drawing
by E. Gérska)

cantle, possibly a lancer’s seat. The other kinds of
saddle were as follows: a saddle overlaid with iron
(aliam fenmew circum ffitinitetey), a saddle with cushions
{cum cussimis alias kussattied)), and an ordinary saddle
(commuanit)®’. Other terms were also used to denote
a lancer’s saddle. Most probably, a saddle of this type
was described in a mention of 1474 as a ‘boyowe (war
saddle) cum rurky™: as the word ‘rurky” may have de-
noted the reinforcing bars of the cantle.

In addition, written records allow categorization
of ‘non-war’ saddles meant for everyday use. Such
saddles are referred to as ‘sells pro cureX, ‘sella com-
munis”, ‘sella civitatis’?, or ‘sellisppeo cuitate’?,

The above-mentioned remarks made by the knight
de Tornemine regarding the practice of decorating
saddles with coloured metals may also refer to Polish

7 ). Szymczak, Ceny broni... (1998), p. 274,
# Ibidem, p. 275.
¥ ). Szymczak, Organizacia.., . p. 320.
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knights’ expectations. According to written records,
Polish saddlers were commissioned to make gilded sad-
dles, saddles plated with silver, overlaid with silver and
gilded, or ornamented with horn®. Of course saddles
of this type were used for ceremonial purposes and on
formal occasions and were unsuitable for the use on the
battlefield. It may, however, be assumed that war sad-
dles were also decorated with various motifs. Besides
relatively simple designs made from studs arranged in
a single line or several rows forming uncomplicated
patterns there were saddles with a highly complex sys-
tem of ornamentation. The saddle depicted in the paint-
ing ‘Crucifixion’ by Giovanni de Almaguita may serve
as an example here. It is decorated with floral patterns
forming a design covering the fork, cantle, seat and
panel (Fig. 2: a)**. Ornamental details could be fittings
or studs made of less valuable metals. Forks and can-
tles were sometimes painted or upholstered in eelourful
fabric. Scenes from the so-called ‘Maciejewski’s Bible’
frequently represent ornamented, multicolour saddles
used by knights (Fig. 12: a-b; Fig. LL: a-b). Written
sources provide similar information - in 1534, a sad-
dler Szymon ordered ‘siodto ezerweng: Wyshile yagdva-
biem ezervoneim hy zieloneim® (‘a red saddle embrol-
dered with red and green silk threads’)™. Craftsmen of
various professions engaged in decoration of saddles.
Most of them were goldsmiths, painters, shield makers
and sometimes even saddlers themselves®,

The type of saddle and the materials used as well as
the ornamentation determined the price of a specimen.
The fact that production of saddles required a number
of skills cannot be underestimated. Although Paul of
Prague emphasizes that saddlers were connected with
craftsmen involved in making woodwork® and wood
was the basic material used for shaping a saddle, a skil-
ful saddler had to be able to work other materials such
as leather, fabric and metal too. Thetrefore, it is little
wonder that it took an apprentice several years o learn
the skills needed in their job%.

The price range was quite broad. In the majority of
cases, a saddle ‘cum omnibus atfinenciis\’, though prob-
ably not excessively decorated, was worth over a dozen

% ). Szymczak, Ceny broni..((09$9), p. 275.

3 E. Wagner, Z. Drobna, J. Durdik, Kroje, zbréj a zbraiie
doby predffusiiskke a husitsie, Praga 1956, part 1X, plate 11.
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thor, Ceny broni.... (2003), p. 321 -323.

¥ J. Danka, A. Nowakowski, J. Szymczak, Militaria
w . Liber viginti artium” Paw¥a z Pragi ezyli izw. Ksiedze
Twardowskiege, ,,Kwartalnik Historii Kultury Materialnej”,
Yearbook 36 (1988), fascicle 1, pp. 52, 57.

% ). Szymczak, Organizacjar..,, p. 319.

grossi®, approximately the price of I-2 pints of beer®.
Sometimes the value of a saddle, a richly ornament-
ed specimen made from the best materials, reached
3-4 marks™®. Consequently, it is no wonder that mentions
of trials where the defendant maintained that “Sgaiziwoj
nie ukrad¥ Marciszemii nocng rzeczq siodda” (‘Sedziwoj
did not steal a saddle from Marciszew at night’)*® are
frequently mentioned in surviving written records.

The prices of saddles which were specially com-
missioned to satisfy the needs and individual, some-
times most weird, preferences of the customers must
have varied considerably. There were no fixed prices
for saddles which ‘panowie wedlug swej fénizasyeii kaza
robi¢ sobi2” (‘knights ordered to be made following
their fantastic instructions’)*® and for this reason the
most demanding customers ‘takg robotg placitc maja,
iako sie z rzemieslhilditen: starguje” (‘wetie expected to
bargain with the craftsman over the price of the latter’s
piece of work)*,

The fact that saddle components got worn out re-
sulted in the need for repair or replacement. The seats
and cushions, forks and cantles, girths and stirrup leath-
ers and even decorative details got damaged. Mentions
of repairs on saddles provide information on the cost of
such services, which was not exorbitant. It cost a few
grossi to repair a saddle as long as no parts made from
valuable materials were mended, in which case the total
cost could reach even several marks*,

In conclusion, regrettably, having at our disposal
the hitherto accumulated knowledge, not all questions
connected with the use of saddles in medieval Poland
can satisfactorily be answered. The large number of
types and variations of saddles noticed thanks to anal-
ysis of written records and iconographie sources and
a simultaneous shortage of corresponding archaeologi-
cal finds render our researches very difficult. It seems
that only a sharp rise in the number of archaeological
sources, however improbable, could enrich our knowl-
edge about medieval, Polish war saddles.

Translated. by Zuzamma Fodltowdka-Parra
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